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Section 1.0 Introduction 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

The City of Beaumont has prepared this Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) in compliance with the 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the Beaumont Summit Station Project (Project). The City 

is required, after completion of a DEIR (State Clearinghouse No. 2021090378), to consult with and obtain 

comments from public agencies having jurisdiction by law with respect to the Project and provide the 

general public with an opportunity to comment on the DEIR. This FEIR has been prepared to respond to 

comments received on the DEIR, which was circulated for public review from April 21, 2022 through 

June 6, 2022. The preceding Table of Contents provides a list of all persons, organizations, and public 

agencies who commented on the DEIR. 

The City will evaluate comments on environmental issues from persons who reviewed the DEIR and will 

prepare a written response, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15088(a).  The written response must address 

any significant environmental issues raised. In addition, there must be a good faith and reasoned analysis 

in the written response. However, lead agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues 

associated with the Project and do not need to provide all the information requested by commenters, as 

long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in the EIR (State CEQA Guidelines §15204, §15088). 

Those comments are responded to in Section 2.0, Comments on the Draft EIR and Responses to 

Comments.  

State CEQA Guidelines §15088 recommends that where a response to comment makes important changes 

in the information contain in the text of the DEIR, that the Lead Agency either revise the text of the DEIR 

or include marginal notes showing that information. Added or modified text is shown in Section 3.0, 

Errata, by underlining (example) while deleted text is shown by striking (example). The additional 

information, corrections, and clarifications are not considered to substantively affect the conclusions 

within the EIR and therefore the City has determined that recirculation of the DEIR is not required as none 

of the criteria for recirculation under CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 have been met. 

CEQA Guidelines §15132 indicates that the contents of a FEIR shall consist of: 

(a)  The DEIR or a revision of the draft. 

(b)  Comments and recommendations received on the DEIR either verbatim or in summary. 

(c)  A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the DEIR. 

(d)  The responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the review and 

consultation process. 

(e)  Any other information added by the Lead Agency. 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15088(b), the City will provide written responses to comments to any public 

agency that commented on the DEIR, at least ten (10) days prior to the City Council consideration of 

certifying the EIR as adequate under CEQA. Written responses to comments will also be provided to 
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non-public agency individuals, organizations, and entities that commended on the DEIR. In addition, the 

FEIR will be made available to the general public at the City’s Planning Division office and on the City’s 

website a minimum of 10 days prior to the Planning Commission public hearing.  

The FEIR, along with other relevant information and public testimony at the Planning Commission and City 

Council’s public hearings, will be considered by the City’s Council. Next, the Planning Commission would 

recommend EIR certification and Project approval to the City Council.  

1.2 ORGANIZATION OF EIR 

This FEIR provides the requisite information required under CEQA and is organized as follows: 

• Section 1.0: Introduction. This section provides an introduction to the FEIR, including the 

requirements under CEQA, the organization of the document, as well as a brief summary of the 

CEQA process activities to date. 

• Section 2.0: Comments on the Draft EIR and Responses to Comments. This section provides a list 

of public agencies, organizations, and individuals commenting on the DEIR, provides a copy of 

each written comment received, and any response required under CEQA. 

• Section 3.0: Errata to the Draft EIR. This section presents clarifications, amplifications, and 

insignificant modifications to the EIR, identifying revisions to the text of the document.  

1.3 CEQA PROCESS HISTORY 

The City has complied with relevant Public Resources Code provisions and CEQA Guidelines regarding the 

preparation and processing of the Project EIR. A brief summary of the Project’s CEQA process is as follows: 

• A Notice of Preparation (NOP) informing interested parties and agencies of the Project was 

distributed on September 22, 2021. 

• Written and verbal comments were given at a public scoping meeting held for the Project on 

October 7, 2021. 

• Following a Notice of Completion (NOC), the DEIR and Notice of Availability was distributed for 

public review and comment for a 45-day period, beginning April 21, 2022. The public review 

period closed on June 6, 2022. 

1.4 CHANGES TO THE DRAFT EIR 

As previously stated, Section 3.0, Errata to the Draft EIR, details the changes to the DEIR. In response to 

public comments, text changes have been made to DEIR sections to clarify and amplify the analysis or 

mitigation measures, and to make insignificant modifications to the DEIR. This information does not rise 

to the level of significant new information as the resulting impact analysis and alternatives considered 

remain essentially unchanged, and no new or more severe impacts have been identified. These changes 

do not warrant DEIR recirculation pursuant to California Public Resources Code §21092.1 and CEQA 

Guidelines §15088.5. As discussed herein and as elaborated upon in the respective Response to 

Comments, none of the clarifications or changes made in the Errata reflect a new significant 

environmental impact, a “substantial increase” in the severity of an environmental impact for which 
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mitigation is not proposed, or a new feasible alternative or mitigation measure that would clearly lessen 

significant environmental impacts but is not adopted, nor do the Errata reflect a “fundamentally flawed” 

or “conclusory” DEIR. In all cases, as discussed in individual responses to comments and DEIR Errata, these 

minor clarifications and modifications do not identify new or substantially more severe environmental 

impacts that the City has not committed to mitigate. Therefore, the public has not been deprived of a 

meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the Project or an 

unadopted feasible Project alternative or mitigation measure. Instead, the information added supports 

the existing analysis and conclusions, and responds to inquiries made from commenters. Therefore, this 

FEIR is not subject to recirculation prior to certification.  

CEQA Guidelines §15088.5 describes when an EIR requires recirculation prior to certification, stating in 

part: 

“(a) A lead agency is required to recirculate an EIR when significant new information is 

added to the EIR after public notice is given of the availability of the draft EIR for 

public review under Section 15087 but before certification. As used in this section, 

the term "information" can include changes in the project or environmental setting 

as well as additional data or other information. New information added to an EIR is 

not "significant" unless the EIR is changed in a way that deprives the public of a 

meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental 

effect of the project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including 

a feasible project alternative) that the project's proponents have declined to 

implement. “Significant new information” requiring recirculation include, for 

example, a disclosure showing that: 

(1) A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from 

a new mitigation measure proposed to be implemented. 

(2) A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result 

unless mitigation measures are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of 

insignificance. 

(3) A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different 

from others previously analyzed would clearly lessen the environmental 

impacts of the project, but the project’s proponents decline to apply it.  

(4) The draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory 

in nature that meaningful public review and comment were precluded 

(Mountain Lion Coalition v. Fish and Game Com. (1989) 214 Cal.App.3d 1043). 

(b) Recirculation is not required where the new information added to the EIR merely 

clarifies or amplifies or makes insignificant modifications in an adequate EIR.” 
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Section 2.0 Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

This section includes all comments received by the City on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), 

including written comments and comments submitted online via email to the City. The City circulated the 

DEIR for a 45-day review period as required by CEQA. The review period ran from April 21, 2022 through 

June 6, 2022. 

2.1 INTRODUCTION TO COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines §15132, Table 2.0-1, Comments from Public Agencies and 

Organizations below provides a list of those parties that provided written comments on the DEIR during 

the public review period. Copies of the written comments are provided in this section and have been 

annotated with the assigned letter along with a number for each comment. Each comment is followed by 

a written response which corresponds to each commenter.  

Table 2.0-1: Comments from Public Agencies and Organizations 

Reference Commenter Date 

State 

S1 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

Heather Pert, Acting Environmental Program Manager 
June 06, 2022 

Regional 

R1 

Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board 

Terri S. Reeder, PG, CEG, CHG 

Supervisor, Coastal Waters Planning and CEQA Section 

May 12, 2022 

R2  
South Coast Air Quality Management District 

Dung Nguyen 
May 13, 2022 

R3 
Riverside Transit Agency 

Mauricio Alvarez, Planning Analyst 
April 22, 2022 

Local 

L1 
County of Riverside, Department of Environmental Health 

Kristine Kim, REHS 
May 04, 2022 

L2 
Beaumont Unified School District, Facilities & Planning Team 

Diane Mendez 
April 21, 2022 

L3 
City of Calimesa 

Kelly Lucia, M. URP., Planning Manager 
June 06, 2022 

Tribal 

T1 

Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians, Tribal Historic 

Preservation Office 

Arysa Gonzalez Romero, Cultural Resources Analyst 

May 20, 2022 

Organizations/Interested Parties 

O1 

Adams Broadwell Joseph & Cardozo, Attorneys at Law 

Sheila M. Sannadan, Legal Assistant 

Lorrie J. LeLe, Legal Assistant 

May 09, 2022 
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Reference Commenter Date 

O2 
Mitchell M. Tsai, Attorney at Law 

Malou Reyes, Paralegal 
June 06, 2022 

O3 
Adams Broadwell Joseph & Cardozo, Attorneys at Law 

Tara C. Rengifo, Alisha C. Pember,  
June 02, 2022 

O4 
Cherry Valley Acres and Neighbors 

Pat Doherty, Treasurer 
May 30, 2022 

O5 

Solera Oak Valley Greens Association, Board of Directors 

Christine Rodgers, Vice President of Large Scale Community 

Management 

May 18, 2022 

O6 
Center for Biological Diversity, Urban Wildlands Program 

Hallie Kutak, Senior Conservation Advocate 
May 12, 2022 

O7 
Blum Collins & Ho, LLP., Attorneys at Law 

Gary Ho 
June 06, 2022 

General Public 

G1 Sonny Lee April 21, 2022 

G2 Mary Daniel May 01, 2022 

G3 Allan Lovelace April 23, 2022 

G4 Gayla Faux April 25, 2022 

G5 Dolores Weitz April 22, 2022 

G6 Pablo Soto April 22, 2022 

G7 Steven Mehlman April 25, 2022 

G8 Richard Hobson April 27, 2022 

G9 Eugene DeFouw June 01, 2022 

G10 Carol Marquez June 06, 2022 

G11 Kathleen Schneider June 01, 2022 

G12 Roger Thompson May 31, 2022 

G13 Linda Amarante May 30, 2022 

G14 Helen Messrah May 30, 2022 

G15 Gerald Griffin May 28, 2022 

G16 Mark and Audrey Larsh May 28, 2022 

G17  Patricia Skriletz April 27, 2022 

G18 Patricia Norcutt April 28, 2022 

G19  John and Sandra Stearn May 26, 2022 

G20 Wiltraud Dukes May 25, 2022 

G21 Janet Hawkesworth May 25, 2022 

G22 Lane Joel May 25, 2022 

G23 Kevin Trudgeon May 24, 2022 

G24 Joyce Bartholomew May 24, 2022 

G25 Sharon Geiser May 24, 2022 

G26 Julio and Gwen Clementin May 23, 2022 

G27 Penny Key May 23, 2022 

G28 Steve Rutledge  May 23, 2022 
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Reference Commenter Date 

G29 Bettie Erickson May 22, 2022 

G30 Diane Gell May 22, 2022 

G31 Ronnie Zacker May 21, 2022 

G32 Tim Pavlian May 21, 2022 

G33 Michael Tulledge May 21, 2022 

G34 Carol Ennis May 21, 2022 

G35 Albert Sanderson May 20, 2022 

G36 Phil and Carolyn Bonanno May 20, 2022 

G37 Cathy Frates May 20, 2022 

G38 Lisa and Tony Lucchesi May 20, 2022 

G39 Ann C. Hasbargen May 20, 2022 

G40 Jonathon Lanza May 18, 2022 

G41 Rafael Gutierrez May 17, 2022 

G42 Joanna Gutierrez May 17, 2022 

G43 Charles and Hildegard Davis May 17, 2022 

G44 James and Peggy Rockwell May 15, 2022 

G45 Joseph Leon May 14, 2022 

G46 Mel and Cecilia Irwin May 14, 2022 

G47 George J. Newlin May 14, 2022 

G48 Ron Bogle May 13, 2022 

G49 Shirley Slick May 13, 2022 

G50 Marcia Beyer-Casem May 12, 2022 

G51 Kathleen Maroste May 12, 2022 

G52 David L. Scott May 12, 2022 

G53 Vallarie Clegg May 11, 2022 

G54 David and Mary Burke May 11, 2022 

G55 James Gleason May 11, 2022 

G56 Joel Sr. May 11, 2022 

G57 Arthur Wallace May 11, 2022 

G58 Mike May 11, 2022 

G59 Lisa Mertins May 09, 2022 

G60 Jon Elliott  May 06, 2022 

G61 Julienne LeMaster May 06, 2022 

G62 Katherine Edwards May 05, 2022 

G63 Harry and Nadine Fieger May 05, 2022 

G64 Janice Kuhn May 04, 2022 

G65 Sarah Godbold May 04, 2022 

G66 Deborah Holley May 04, 2022 

G67 Mary Anne Pickett May 04, 2022 

G68 Dan Merritt May 04, 2022 

G69 Holly and Jerry Liversage May 04, 2022 

G70 Russell Buckland April 29, 2022 
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Reference Commenter Date 

G71 Geoffrey Wilson April 28, 2022 

G72 Rick Craven April 28, 2022 

G73 Fran Krieger June 01, 2022 

G74 Debbie Connor June 01, 2022 

G75 Susan Cunningham June 02, 2022 

G76 Cindi Deats June 02, 2022 

G77 Barbara Searcy June 02, 2022 

G78 Laura Ramirez June 02, 2022 

G79 Gregory and Deborah Chamberlin June 02, 2022 

G80 Jerry and Gladi Wilmes June 02, 2022 

G81 Anita Finkelstein June 02, 2022 

G82 Diana Tull June 02, 2022 

G83 Ryan Fuentes June 02, 2022 

G84 Brad McDuffee June 03, 2022 

G85 Kathy Krause June 03, 2022 

G86 Bud Charlick June 03, 2022 

G87 Gary M. Stoh June 03, 2022 

G88 Paula Walek June 03, 2022 

G89 Maureen Imoe June 04, 2022 

G90 Linda Clark June 04, 2022 

G91 Jean Bowman June 04, 2022 

G92 Jesse Donardt June 04, 2022 

G93 Barbara and Wayne Otte June 04, 2022 

G94 Shelia Kelly June 04, 2022 

G95 Donna Littlefield June 04, 2022 

G96 Dr. Helmuth and Susan Fritz June 04, 2022 

G97 Catherine Frates June 04, 2022 

G98 Richard Bennecke June 05, 2022 

G99 Sharon Sylva June 05, 2022 

G100 Robert Radabaugh and Rachel Lyon June 05, 2022 

G101 Katuria Julius June 05, 2022 

G102 John Mitchell June 05, 2022 

G103 Diane Franklin June 05, 2022 

G104 Jerrie Offerdahl June 05, 2022 

G105 Caroline Sherwood June 05, 2022 

G106 Doris Foreman June 05, 2022 

G107 Joe Rose June 05, 2022 

G108 Gail West June 06, 2022 

G109 James and Susan Karalun June 06, 2022 

G110 Ronald and Debbie Monroe June 06, 2022 

G111 Michael Collins June 06, 2022 

G112 Sharon Sylva June 05, 2022 
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Reference Commenter Date 

G113 Mary L. Noll June 06, 2022 

G114 Jodi Lindman June 06, 2022 

G115 Laura Welch June 06, 2022 

G116 Dennis James June 06, 2022 

G117 James and Sherri Andervich June 06, 2022 

G118 Russell Thompson June 06, 2022 

G119 Carlos Gutierrez June 06, 2022 

G120 Judith Kropf June 06, 2022 

G121 Susan Gagnon June 06, 2022 

G122 Nancy Carroll June 06, 2022 

G123 Ron Roy June 06, 2022 

G124 Blair M. Ball June 06, 2022 

G125 Nancy Hall June 06, 2022 

G126 Jeff Hewitt June 06, 2022 

G127 Penny Quinn June 06, 2022 

G128 Julie Janesin June 06, 2022 

G129 Lori Ellison June 06, 2022 

General Public Late Letters 

G130 Jennie Rose Sylva June 07, 2022 

G131 Adam Salcido June 07, 2022 
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